





Democracy and Neo-liberal Globalization
Abstract
Although the accelerated globalization of recent decades has flourished in tandem with a 
notable growth of liberal democracy in many states where it was previously absent, it would 
be hard to say that the prevailed processes of neo-liberal globalization foster development 
of global democracy. On the contrary, globalization has undercut traditional liberal de-
mocracy and created the need for supplementary democratic mechanisms. But, suprastate 
democracy of regional and transworld regimes as well as potential unofficial channels, 
such as global	marketplace,	global	communications, and global civil	society, have shown 
many democratic deficits rather than democratic credentials. the most serious problem in 
the relationship between democracy and globalization is, however, related to differences 

















versial	definitions	of	globalization.	 In	normative	 terms,	 some	authors	have	





tary Democracy: An Introduction to Scientific 
Humanism and Applied Semantics,	 Creative	
Age	Press,	New	York	1944,	pp.	212,	219.
2
Webster’s third New International Diction-
ary of the English language Unabridged,	
Merriam,	Springfield	(MA)	1961,	p.	965.
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The Concept of Globalization
I	will	start	with	definition	of	globalization	from	the	Interdisciplinary Diction-



















national Forum on Globalization	defines	it	as	“the	present	worldwide	drive	
toward	a	globalized economic system dominated by supranational corporate 
trade and banking institutions that are not accountable to democratic proc-
esses or national governments.”6




globalization	 as	 internationalization,	 as	 liberalization, as universalization, 
as	westernization or	modernization,	and	finally	globalization	as	deterritori-
alization	or	a	spread	of	supraterritoriality.	Although	Scholte	prefers	the	fifth	




methodologically	 we	 have	 made	 a	 difference	 between	 globalization	 as	 an	
objective	present-day	reality,	a	value-free	phenomenon	that	has	 its	positive	




































equity	 in	 relations	between	countries,	as	well	as	between	 the	West	and	 the	









vica	 Bašić,	Obrazovanje za ljudska prava i 
demokraciju: interdisciplinarni rječnik,	 Hr-













zovanje za ljudska prava i demokraciju: inter-
disciplinarni rječnik,	p.	179.
9






pp.	 49–70.	Spybey,	 1996;	Taylor,	 2000.	See	
also:	V.	Spajić-Vrkaš	–	M.	Kukoč–	S.	Bašić,	





Trajectory	 of	 the	World-System”,	 http://fbc.
binghamton.edu/iwtrajws.htm
11




Era“,	Critical Studies in Mass Communica-
tion,	1	(8/1991),	pp.	13–28.
13
Martin	 Khor,	 “Address	 to	 the	 International	




Dreams: Imperial Corporations and the New 
World Order,	 Simon	&	Schuster,	New	York	
1994;	David	C.	Korten,	When Corporations 



























tries	 in	 today’s	word.	most	governments	–	 including	 in	particular	 those	of	
the	mayor	states	–	have	promoted	neoliberal	policies	 toward	globalization,	































order,	 has	 always	 been	 established	 in	 a	 limited	 territory	 or	 community,	 as	
SYNTHESIS	PHILOSOPHICA	
42	(2/2006)	pp.	(373–383)


























cits,	as	well.	EU and UN are more bureaucratic than democratic institutions.
On	the	other	hand,	globalization	has	opened	greater	space	for	democratic	ac-
tivity	outside	public	governance	institution	through	different	unofficial	chan-
















Samuel	 P.	 Huntington,	 the Clash of Civili-
zations and the remaking of World Order,	
Simon	&	Schuster,	New	York	1996;	Andrew	
Hurrell,	 &	 Ngaire	 Woods	 (eds),	 Inequality, 




balization and the South,	Macmillan,	Basing-
stoke	1997.
18
J.	A.	Scholte,	Globalization: A Critical Intro-
duction,	pp.	29,	35,	40,	242.
19
Samuel	P.	Huntington,	the third Wave: Demo-
cratization in the late twentieth Century, 
University	of	Oklahoma	Press, Norman	1991.
20
marshall	mcLuhan	 was	 the	 first	 so	 far	who	
pointed	 out	 even	 in	 the	 1960’s	 the	 role	 of	
SYNTHESIS	PHILOSOPHICA	
42	(2/2006)	pp.	(373–383)




land,	 the	breached	Berlin	Wall,	 etc.	However,	 electronic	bulletin	boards	 in	
the	Internet,	video	teleconferences	and	interactive	television	have	shown	im-
portant	possibilities	of	enhancing	communications	among	citizens.	A	future	
electronic	 and	 digital	 democracy	 can	 fulfill	 potentials	 in	 global	 space	 that	
territorial	democracy	could	never	realize.	On	these	accounts	‘netizens’	 in	a	
‘virtual	polis’	would	enjoy	far	higher	degrees	of	participations,	consultation,	






tive,	 concentrated	mostly	 in	 the	 developed	North.	On	 the	 other	 hand,	 fast	
spread	 of	 mobile	 telecommunications	 in	 recent	 years	 shows	 that	 it	 can	 be	

















Globalization and the Clash of Civilizations





































ism, anarchism, corporativism, Marxism, communism, social democracy, 































derstanding Media: the Extensions of Man,	
McGraw-Hill,	 New	 York	 1964;	 Marshall	
McLuhan	 and	 Bruce	 Powers,	 the Global 
Village: transformations in World life and 
Media in the 21st Century,	Oxford	University	
Press,	Oxford	1988.
21
J.	A.	Scholte,	Globalization: A Critical Intro-
duction,	pp.	261–282.
22
S.	P.	Huntington,	the Clash of Civilizations? 
the Debate,	with	responses	by:	Fouad	Ajami	
et	 al., A	Foreign	Affairs	Reader,	New	York,	
1993;	S.	P.	Huntington,	the Clash of Civiliza-
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cultural,	 social,	 and	 ethnic	 integrity	 of	Western	 societies	 by	 restricting	 the	
number	of	non-Westerners	admitted	as	 immigrants	or	refugees.	 In	all	 three	
areas,	the	West	has	had	and	is	likely	to	continue	to	have	difficulties	defend-



















acceptable	human	values.	Which	are	those	values?	Democracy, liberty, rule 














of	 civilizations	 is	given	by	a	German	 scholar	Dieter	Senghaas	 in	his	book	
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the Clash within Civilizations: Coming to terms with cultural conflicts.24	In	




































S.	P.	Huntington,	the Clash of Civilizations 
and the remaking of World Order,	p.	51.
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Dieter	Senghaas,	the Clash within Civiliza-
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Mislav Kukoč
Demokratie und neoliberale Globalisierung
Zusammenfassung
Obwohl die beschleunigte Globalisierung der letzten Jahrzehnte in vielen ehemals undemokra-
tischen ländern im Gleichschritt mit der liberalen Demokratie vorankam, lässt sich nicht be-
haupten, dass die neoliberalen Globalisierungsprozesse die Entwicklung einer globalen Demo-
kratie fördern. Im Gegenteil, die Globalisierung gefährdet die traditionelle liberale Demokra-
tie, indem sie ein Bedürfnis nach zusätzlichen demokratischen Mechanismen aufkommen lässt. 
Denn die überstaatliche Demokratie regionaler und globaler Systeme sowie ihre inoffiziellen 
Instrumente und Akteure, wie der globale	Markt,	die	globale	Kommunikation	und	die	globale	
Zivilgesellschaft, weisen viel mehr demokratische Defizite als demokratische potenziale auf. 
Das ernstzunehmendste problem im Spannungsfeld zwischen Demokratie und Globalisierung 





La démocratie et la globalisation néolibérale
Résumé
Bien que la globalisation des dernières décennies se soit développée en parallèle avec les démo-
craties libérales dans beaucoup de pays jusqu’alors non démocratiques, il aurait été difficile de 
dire que les processus prédominants de la globalisation néolibérale favorisent le développement 
de la démocratie globale. Bien au contraire, la globalisation menace la démocratie traditio-
nnelle libérale en créant la nécessité des mécanismes démocratiques supplémentaires. Or, la 
démocratie supra-étatique des régimes régionaux et globaux, de même que ses instruments et 
moyens non officiels, tels que le	marché	global,	la	communication	globale	et	la	société	civile	
globale ont démontré plutôt un déficit qu’un potentiel démocratique. toutefois, le plus grand 
problème du rapport entre la démocratie et la globalisation réside dans les différences de cul-
tures et de civilisations.
Mots clés
Démocratie,	néolibéralisme,	globalisation,	culture,	civilisation
